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A.L.R. Library 
Interstate travel as element of offense established by Travel Act (18 U.S.C.A. sec. 1952), 69 A.L.R. Fed. 251 





The Travel Act, dealing with racketeering enterprises, provides that whoever travels in interstate or foreign commerce or uses 
the mail or any facility in interstate or foreign commerce, with intent to distribute the proceeds of any unlawful activity; or 
commit any crime of violence to further any unlawful activity; or otherwise promote, manage, establish, carry on, or facilitate 


the promotion, management, establishment, or carrying on of any unlawful activity, may be fined or imprisoned or both.! The 
Travel Act defines "unlawful activity" as (1) any business enterprise involving gambling, liquor on which the federal excise tax 
has not been paid, narcotics or controlled substances, or prostitution offenses in violation of the laws of the state in which they 
are committed or of the United States; (2) extortion, bribery, or arson in violation of the laws of the state in which committed 


or of the United States; or (3) any act which 1s indictable under certain statutes.” Investigations of violations involving liquor 


must be conducted under the supervision of the Attorney General.” 


The purpose of the Travel Act is to combat a problem of uniquely national scope: organized racketeering and crime.“ The fact 
that the state courts might have jurisdiction to prosecute the defendants does not bar federal prosecution under the Travel Act, 
because the Travel Act embodies a clear congressional determination, not to proscribe the underlying state substantive offense 
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but rather to prohibit the use of interstate facilities with the intention of promoting the substantive offense; the predominant 
federal interest in regulating the proper use of interstate facilities is clear and points up the dichotomy between the respective 


state and federal offenses of extortion and the use of interstate facilities with the intent to extort.” 


CUMULATIVE SUPPLEMENT 
Cases: 


Defendant's telephone calls and text messages to cooperating witness while he knew that witness was out of state were sufficient 
to satisfy jurisdictional elements of his convictions for wire fraud and violation of Travel Act. 18 U.S.C.A. §§ 1343, 1952(a). 
U.S. v. Halloran, 821 F.3d 321 (2d Cir. 2016). 


Indictment alleged element of unlawful activity based on bribery under Travel Act by alleging payment of monetary incentives 
intended to induce defendant to use her position as orthopedic surgeon to influence her patients to have surgery at particular 
hospital for purpose of financially benefiting that hospital, and to do so because that hospital agreed to pay portion of revenue 
generated by referral to defendant, fell into generic definition of bribery of payments to private individuals to influence their 
actions, and California law barring medical professionals and those persons involved in medical or insurance claims processing 
from receiving compensation in exchange for patient referrals. 18 U.S.C.A. § 1952(b)(2); Cal. Bus. & Prof. Code § 650; Cal. 
Ins. Code § 750. United States v. Rogers, 389 F. Supp. 3d 774 (C.D. Cal. 2019). 


To be guilty of a Travel Act violation, a defendant must use a facility of interstate commerce, or travel across state lines, with 
an intent to engage in any one of a broad number of unlawful activities, and thereafter must engage in an unlawful activity. 18 
U.S.C.A. § 1952(b)(2). United States v. Rogers, 389 F. Supp. 3d 774 (C.D. Cal. 2019). 
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Footnotes 

l 18 U.S.C.A. § 1952(a). 

2 18 U.S.C.A. § 1952(b), referring to 18 U.S.C.A. §§ 1956, 1957; (laundering of monetary instruments), 1957 
(engaging in monetary transactions in property derived from specified unlawful activity); 31 U.S.C.A. §§ 
5311 to 5332 (governing records and reports on monetary instruments transactions), and further providing 
that the term "State" includes a state of the United States, the District of Columbia, and any commonwealth, 
territory, or possession of the United States. 

3 18 U.S.C.A. § 1952(c). 
U.S. v. Goldfarb, 464 F. Supp. 565 (E.D. Mich. 1979). 

5 McIntosh v. U.S., 385 F.2d 274 (8th Cir. 1967). 
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